were collected. However, the presence of a sexual tube in the males indicated that these specimens could not be correctly assigned to Pagurus. Stimpson's (1858) Rathbun, 1907) . The two descriptions of Pagurus acantholepis are essentially the same; however, in the latter publication Stimpson (1907) remarked that his species presented some "peculiarities" which might require its removal from Pagurus and that knowledge of the male was desirable. The only other published reports of this species are the bibliographic references of Alcock (1905) and Gordan (1956 Micropagurus acantbolepis (Stimpson) comb. nov. 
